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Spain and tho Intornati on.il Scono, 

The war in Spain at tho time of this writing Presents a 
ont picture in relation to outside influoncos and ox _ 

effects upon tho internal conflict than tho lineup of - . . 

istod hitherto. If ono wore to view tho British policy in Sp..in, 

unstable position which this country has taken "V'hs°ic 

those who attempt to analyze Britain’s policy without h,.ving aba-io 

nnriorstanding of tho stoa&v lino of action tha.t Britain mu^t perdue. 
l£r in faoWa^S dictated not by the Spanish «ar proper, 

but by far greater stakos whoso influence is felt in tho latter ccnn- 
try oltLugh they exist outside of Spain. This policy narrowing itself 
within tho channels of tho Anglo-American conflict arises h h 

nocossity of Groat Britain to conserve her strongth,, to withhold h.r 
trump card, to p 1 ay a. waiting game, and to make her p ° 

to Gn anti-Amcrican bloc. 1Q , fl -hommor 

At tho beginning of the Spanish uprising, in July 1936,^ 
blov/s of the Spanish workers boat at tho citadels of world 
and made all imperialist nations fear tho ghost of October, ^ho basic 
conflict of capitalist economy, that of tho vrorkcr against the bour¬ 
geoisie, dominated tho scene and pushed into the b-ckground the lessor 
struggle of inter-imperialist rivalry. The position of all capitalist 
nations fell into lino with tho sabotage of wonkers * strugg 
Peoples Front and tho bent towards one aim- tho crushing of -ho vor 
kc£s militancy and hegemony over the war. Battioships of capitals 
nations, including Britain and the United States in the first months 
throatcngly bordered the Spanish coast. , , of 

With tho consequent turn of class forces within Spain, tho 
hoswmonv over tho war by the workers and tho rebounding push to po\;cr 
KfUrgeois forces within Loyalist territory tboro was »tooa«d 
a reciprocal change in tho policies of tho nations towards Sp..in. h 
break in the war from that of civil to imperialist, coincidental1/ 
saw Britain take a position on tho side of the Loyalist govornm^nt, 
for this section of tho Spanish capitalist class was connected with 
Groat Britain. Tho throat of Franco to Great Britain vrns two-fold. 
Internally Franco imposed harsh requirements upon the lucrative minco 
which British capitalists owned nominally, and other f nto f°sts ^hic 
Britain possessed in different parts of Spain. Secondly, and of prime 
importance, tho British lifeline to the Mediterranean, tho Strait ol 
Gibraltar, was being encroached upon by ropacious Germany and^Italy. 

It v/as all in tho interests of Britain, therefore, to play her 

11 Just h as i, tte 1 chango in internal Spain saw a shift in British policy, 
so did it produce a chango in tho attitude of United States imperia¬ 
lism toward Spain. It became in tho best interests of th^ United 
States to allow tho Neutrality Act to remain m force, to hinder the 
loyalist capitalist struggle, in order to help chop down Gro. t^Bri¬ 
tain* As was the case in Ethiopia, the negative blows di¬ 

rected against Great Britain dotorminod tho policy of ^imperialism. 
England played her stakos with the Popular Front- tho United Status 

kept the Neutrality Act* t-r^v 

With tho subsequent losses of the Popular Front there again took 
place a shift in British policy. Approaches wore made towards It"iy, 
first, to wo CUV the .1 at tor away from Germany. a potential Tis ally, ^nd 















v, The advances to Italy pi*o«* 

tnon to protect tb> ®5«ss?*sjsr^rssw. 

ved to -bo successful. °g?“. B ritish alliance. A tri-powor bloc ua« con 
^foll^p^iculfr end promises 

Z, looks favorably towards WnpU**-**,^ significant Is W «»»- 

£ the near future to faction of Groat Britain, of the 

Wm%mffig&3ss& 

wixld porror* 


Bnvolutlonarv Tactics in Spa^B, 


Interested workers once having understood tho poaitian^of t °^ loc ® con- 

S H«vo «t various times inquired » 1 position concern- 

side rat ions in Spain. ^ o ;W® S of 0 an event such as the Barcelona upri- 
Ins, for example, a rcoccurcnco of^an own^ ^ taotlca flowing 

si§g. What would from those organizations who at present 

SS 3 £ continuancc° of^the° Sp ^ nish i^orialist war! 

S «°/is ^iHSsHJ t« i-?iFSHf. 

rr^Ti. This would moan in u-.ciu-xxu^ would he the only ironr vox 

about Barcelona, being a civil var f t, alogQn for those workers 

-r E?l: of 

tL Barcelona wo^ors.^o mo workers at 

• Ci So Ohio to brook immediately from the war • , ould then bo to 

P ow 2 rl 1qinslY events mi#it conceivably occur if the ^^ati 0 n of tho 
worf^tako^placo^ 

PltcuSt class ^^^fomparawo^^the unified notlvl 

S th ooh''°nd German bourgeoisie against tho uorto • struggle 

SfSefA^reetlor. of a civil war. oW.. .t^o^ 

l^subordlnatod^to ^cr-capLalist rivalrry, would b.como 








fc to ^ 3u ° h ■» ~ 

,-rnuld have to succumb to action! -n-nosont imperialist 

Hoy; would tho actions of those who suppor 5 jf ^ho front at 

,„ r logically procood to thoir ultimate conclu-i • or tocl by those 

Tortosa (tho imperialist front) is at would hovo to bo 

social-patriots, a continuanco of tho fight ^ -id the Barcelona 

-dvancod and likewise those groups would endeavor to . id ltuatlon at 
workers. This contradiction trust bo so, ^objott "revolutionary" 

Tortosa does not change and, if itis ^“S™ocossity have to bo 
principles to support it ho\, PP unrisina in Barcelona, 
called for tho Tortosa front upon th^ upri . d S d0 ending an immediate 

° Hero then the contradiction would be posed demanding ltsolf ln all 

resolution, Tho complexity of the sitiu. • h p continues in 

Its bareness and force a doc J s ^°nrS?AoSar would aid tho war at that 
Tortosa, those who at proson PP ^ this front would of noco¬ 

front, Upon a v/orkers* uprising in Bar ?°t;? n ' ^ „ idos and thoroforo any- 
ssity bo a workers * front J-|- rac £° d ln crying contradictory positilons, 

one supporting both would find ^fslty! C ou{dnot bo advanced for tho 

Then aid for both fronts, of nocosoi y, striving for hegemony over 

S?s at Tortosa and Barcelona would both *£ ^iving^ Q wou ? d have to 
one another,i,o; one socking to < a ^piacc antagonism between 

be drowned out in order to solve the ^ d ^^t for long duration 
imperialist war and civil wop. Both can lnancc of fundamental 

Sf°in 0 cop"’oco^- b ?ho S cla' 3 ” stxugglo and all its Splice. 

tl0 Xf”tho Barcelona uprising boars “y a " b ° 0 ^ t ^ 0 ni^ 1 3 t botwoSn S thc rU8e ^° 

beyond that war new being waged and would b £ tw00n th0 p- 3 . 

Then what would normally ° 00 "!',“2^ urfrQ o 1 ^j[o P to crush tho Barcelona 
cist bourgeoisie and thoLoyaliu g - 30c i 0 l-patriots exist. For 

workers. Now, how would the positions 01 tho Tcrt0?a front_to 

vAiat would happen v/ould bo a maren ox r v d v/ould the dis- 

Barcclona to beat back the wor or^ civ ^ 1 war bo soon. For then there 
tinction between imperialist Jr front, which v/ould wash away the 

v/ould only bo one front, the civil \ - riroviously supported that front 
imnorialist waFTront causing those {Jor tho defeat- 

da7 Thoro is ono more tactical Consideration^ althou^ seemingly^appear^ 

ing to contradict our general lino at a time when tho 

ty supplements it. T bas tactical noar and not being 

So 1 SSs-SffiSWSf 

Russian Gonoral ^ aff f ^ C ^ d G ^° to r tho war, offorod to defend Potrograd 

Party, still calling for ®ond to the w.r^ oxposod tg0 roa3on s for 

and Niga (read ttll °f f tho Ru33lan Gonor al Staff. Hero was a case 
tho opening of tlia ir „„ opt i cod r-o^ctionary defeatism within tho ir _ 
Srk 0 =f h ?ho?ri®or^ dbfonsiat lino and where the working class 









defeatist 


practice dofonsi 3 n within the framework of their revolutionary 
lino. . _. _ _. 

Such a situation 
sic, while 

of a workers* uprising in the roar, 

Franco, fhon v;e shall fight. Then 
that day, our slogan remains as 
Long live tho revolution! I 

Thus, what would distinguish tho Barcelona uprising from the present 
front in tho last analysis would bo tho basic factor- the relation oi 
tho class struggle directly or indirectly to tho war. In Barcelona it 
would bo uppermost demanding, therefore, the utmost support oi^axi re¬ 
volutionists. Subordination of the class struggle at the present impe¬ 
rialist war front must bo transformed into 
struggle will dominate. This can bo done 
from the " * * 


3ituation may present itself in Spain. The Loyalist bourgooi- 
now conducting the war actively, may tomorrow, on the throat 
r> 3 'J uprising in tho roar, decide to open up the front to 

m wo shall become dofensists. out until 
overt down with the imperialist v/arl 


„ a situation where 
only by working for 


tho class 
a break 


struggle will dominate. This can bo done only by working lor a or^K 
from the present imperialist war. Revolutionary dofoatism at the impe¬ 
rialist war front at Tortosa is tho present lino to bo pursued. Any 

^ ^’tr.r' - ' O. fl TT OTllT DO Id U0 -LC 


piaxlSo v/ar au iux uuou. j-o wiv 

other lino, which supports the present 
social-patriotic for it encourages and 
struggle for imperialist interests! An 
social-patriots and servo to domaraato 

i • ^ x. „ ...V* /-n r> +- or3v\4’ noil f* nr* f* 


Spanish war, can only bo labeled 
aids subordination of tho class 
uprising will clearly expose tho 
those people from those rovolu— 


C.11U O Vi * V ^ - S' . - . 

tionists who at presdnt call for a break from the present Spanish impe¬ 
rialist war! 









PROBLEMS' OF THE COMING AMERICAN REVOLUTION (II) 

In the first installment of "Problems of the American Revolution' 
we showed that, whereas for backward countries the slogan of a workers 
and peasants’ alliance was correct, for advanced countries, whose dem¬ 
ocratic tasks were solved long ago, this slogan was totally out of con¬ 
sideration. Moreover, our analysis has l»d us to this conclusion: that, 
whereas in backward countries the alliance with the peasantry is the 
only way for the 3nrall proletariat to conquer power, in advanced coun¬ 
tries such an alliance precludes the possibility for the working class 
ever to seize power. Hence we have concluded that here in America one 
either adopts both slogans (for a workers and farmers alliance and a 
workers and farmers government) or none. As for ourselves, we have de¬ 
clared ourselves opposed to both in relation to America. 

In the last installment we occupied ourselves mainly with the ques¬ 
tion of a workers and farmers alliance. How we shall devote most.of cur 
attention to the question of a workers and farmers government. Firsts 
however, in order to give us a clearer view cf the American scene, let 
us view the situation in a backward country. The immediate tasks con¬ 
fronting a working class which has seized power in a backward country 
are primarily of a democratic nature. Since it is burdened by its 
backwardness and surrounded by world capitalist economy, the workers 
government in a backwa? d country can undertake only the first steps in 
a socialist direction. With land still functioning in themain on cap¬ 
italist relationships and many aspects of capitalist industrial rela¬ 
tionships still prevailing (unequal wage scales), the proletarian.dic¬ 
tatorship in a backward country expresses itselfmore in the political 
control of the state by the working class than through the predominance 
of socialist rek tionships. By understanding this, we grasp the char¬ 
acter of the Russian revolution and all its complexities. Conscious of 
the backwardness of Tsar&t Russia, its lack of industrial development , 
and to e preponderance of peasant population, two erroneous theories 
have been introduced to the working-class movement as so-called solu¬ 
tions to the problem. The first theory appears to have an ultra-left 
tinge, the second, a right opportunist structure. In reality, however, 
both of these false theories are not opposites, but supplement each 
other and have acommon fundamental agreement. 

The first theory, the ultra-let one, contends that it was impos¬ 
sible in Russia, aid that it is iirrnossible today in backward countries, 
for the small''proletariat to seize power. These people consequently 
conclude, pointing to the backwardness of the country and to the feudal 
elements which infest the economy, that only a development of capitalist 
modes of production is the first pre-requisite for proletarian rule. 
Since thetasks of the revolutions in backward countries are of.a bour- 
geois-democraticnature, they conclude that a sod. alist revolution is 
possible only after the completion of these democratic tasks. They 
el aim that the March Revolution was a bourgeois revolution, as was also 
the October Revolution in content a bourgeois revolution, but in a Jac¬ 
obinical form, a form in which the Jacobinical organization, the Bol¬ 
shevik Party, utilized the proletariat as a driving force in the com¬ 
pletion of the bourgeois revolution. So claim the ultra-lefts. 

The partisans of a workers andpeasants government start with die 
same premise as do these ultra-lefts. They also agree that only a 
"widening of capitalist modes of exploitation ' 1 could have opened up 
fo-r the Russian working class the possibility of seizing power. Re¬ 
alizing that the big botr geoisie hd be com counter-revolutionary before 
the tasks of its own revolution were solved, the role which the Bol¬ 
shevik Party saw for itself was that of the "Jacobins of Contemporary 







Russia" - that is, the driving of the bourgeois revolution^to^its lull 
completion in the establishment of a petty-bourg 
termed by Lenin, the democratic dictatorship of the pro 

!;8a Seating aside, for a moment, the falseness .<£ both n ore 1 forceful^ 
Bolshevik line, once one accepts the false premise, _* ~ 0 QU ' ld sit 

and logical than tte sterile position of the ultra-lefts wno would sit 
idly by waiting for the maturing of the conditions considri ^ 
quisites for thesocialist revolution. The Bolaheyika not being able 
to conceive that the small proletariat could utili imLdiate tasks 

an ally in order to push itself into power and that t a emoC r*otio 

of the*socialist revolution in a backward country were of a democ.^ 

nature, were only logical in adopting a formula which m their op A n - 
was to create the best conditions for the socialist revolution. 

History has proved the old Bolshevik formula of a w ^ • P 

ants government to be incorrect. Realizing that Lenin rrade 180 de¬ 
gree turn and demanded that tho old Bolshevism be a that the 

because they realized their error and corrected it 1 , » PS %ein°- 

character of the Russian revolution will go down in hx^J * ° 

tho first great prolitarian revolution to shake the foundations 

world capitalism. 

Lenin’s error can be explained on the grounds.that it was hard at 
that time to conceive of a socialist revolution being made in a - 
with a bourgeois-democratic peasantry. The opportunism of the parti¬ 
sans of a workers and farmers governmet for °annot at 1 

xplained away, since it is an elementary point th^t America i 
faced with the problem of "widening the base for capitalist exp - 
tion", but with the necessity of eliminating that oppressing fore . 

The slogan of a workers and peasants governmert , .first put 
bv Lenin. w«°.s not intended to be applied to all countrie • - 

ter of fact, Lenin explained that this slogan was to C ITTsocial- 
on Russian soil alone. With regards to countries faced wm, ha social 
ist revolution, Lenin rejected this slogan as sheer opportunism. Ho 
very clearly saw that, whereas in Russia there was a common basis fo 
an alliance^between the working-class and peasantry, the revolution, 
advanced countries, was going to be a one class revo n • 
vorv fact that he defined a workers and pea sants govern g nt as widenin g 
the’base for capitalist explo l T at^n ^^er eforo a tgo^p 

d pcs 1 rTilo in countries where the socialis t revolution ynd n t 
vo 1 opm~enF ~o T~capitalisT~~production was oil the order of the day. Th 

partisans”o"f ’a workeri~nd farmers government for Jor man a ’ 

so to speak, copying the petrified, incorrect, Bolshevik formula m a 

doubly incorrect iri8.rinor• . i^wn nss 

Ono thing must be kept in mind. Lenin conceived of the two class 

alliance and tho two class form of rule not as a socialist, but as c. 
bourgeois-democratic revolution. The positive contribution a can 
be drawn from his false position is that for Lenin a two cla ® “ 

government was out of the question for advanced countries. The nega 
tive sido of his position was his tie-up of the cor ^ct jLogan - 
workers and peasants alliance with the false concept of the democratic 
dictatorship, through failure to see that only by such.an ^ k 

could the small, backward proletariat seize power. The doubiu 
th^ nortisans of a workers and farmers government are making li - P 
ofso?y & Seir abaorbtlon of Lonln-s incorrect 

countries, and their injection of the formula into a situation <i 
even Lenin would have cried out that it does not apply. 
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Wo can now, understanding this, dolvo into the question of a workers ana 
farmers government in c deeper form. Wo will leave aside for a moment the 
claim made by certain elements (Trotskyists) that such a formula.is only 
a popular means by which the concept of a proletarian dictatorship can be 
expressed. Suffice it to say that for us, -s Marxists, language^has some 
moaning. We choose our words. The only w-y the concept of a proletarian 
dictatorship can be expressed is by colling it by its right name. P. workers 
and farmers government means exactly what it soys- a two class form of 
rule- and in no w r y can it bo confused with the socialist revolution, Those 
who issue this slogan and who justify it on the grounds that thoy • givo it 
a different content” arc in reality either covering up their confusion or 
good pretext with which to hide their opportunism. In the light 
min 5 s definition of a workers end peasants government being a petty- 
bourgeois rogimo, no doubt is loft in our minds that the reel content of. 
a workers end farmers government, especially when applied to tho industria¬ 
lized United States, can be only that of c dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 


eking 


of L: 


The character of tho American revolution end tho form of government it wil. 
institute depend directly upon tho tasks of tho revolution, Whereas in 
oackward countries the immediate tasks of c proletarian revolution differ 
from the nature of tho government that carries out those tafeks (democratic 
tasks and a socialist revolution), in tho United States tho t-sks and oho 
character of tho government arc tho same ; that is, our socialist tasks 
dictate without any hesitation a one class form of government, Tho slogan 
of a workers and farmers government, wrong oven if tho United States wore 
faced with democratic tasks (since no such animal as r joint rule of wor¬ 
kers and peasants is over possible), becomes doubly wrong when one consi¬ 
ders the immodietj tasks of the American revolution to bo not democratic, 
but socialist 

Those v/ho argue for a workers nd farmers government for America will 
have to specify the democratic tasks of tho revolution, tasks which Amcri- 
can capitalism loft unsolved and which tho joint dictatorship will have 
to complete. How else will tho potty-bourgoois farmers be able.to express 
thoir rule? Certainly tho potty-bourgoois farmer will not remain a partner 
in the government if the regime occupies itself with socialist ta.sks on^ 
tho agrarian fiold, for that would tend to eliminate his status as a petty* 
bourgeois.In socking to establish this utopian two class form of.rule, ho 
partisans of this slogan will not only have to shelve the socialization of 
the dominant part of l~nd as an irnnodiato perspective of tho American re¬ 
volution, but will be forced to strengthen tho potty-bourgoois status of 
tho farmer. 

And hero wo reach tho crux of tho problem,Is It possible for tip Ameri¬ 
ca, n working class to socializo tho country*s industries and permit the 
dominant $art of land to function under capitalist relationships? Tho par¬ 
tisans of thb slogan for a workers and farmers government will havo to 
sook just that path in order to satisfy both classes. We deny that tho 
above path (socialization of industrios and capitalist relationships on 
land) is possible for America. 

American industry and agriculture arc merged to such a groat extent as 
to make it impossible to have ono relationship in industry and an alto¬ 
gether different economic relation ship in agriculture. To socializo the 
industiros without a corresponding socialization of tho dominant part of 
tho land would bo impossible 6 Industrialized America, a majority of whoso 
population consist of workers, becomes directly dependent upon agricul¬ 
ture for satisfying its elementary needs. The majority of the nation, 
engaged in highly developed socialist industry cannot faco tho contra¬ 
diction of depending on crude, private capitalist enterprise to 
supply its elementary noods. To allow agriculture to survive and 





















nroceed. on its old, capitalist, disorganized "basis, when all the m 
ial needs for Its socialization aroat hand, would be a crime again 
society - besides there exists the impossibility of sucn a 
actually taking place. The partisans of a works rs and-’- J“ 6 °^; 13 

ment, in seeking a solution to the satisfaction of botn classes, arc 
not only balking up against the impossible but are consciously attemp 
ing to retard tho progress of society. 


A workers’ government in a backward country cannot continue to 
exist as such if the alliance with the peasantry threatens to break. 

On the other hand, if the workers' republic in a backward country re¬ 
mains isolated for a long period, and because of that cannot take ,ur-- 

ther stops in a socialist direction, the alliance must break, oo iou^ 
as the workers' government occupies itself with solving the.demoeraun 
tasks on the agrarian field, so long will the alliance remain intac . 
Once it attempts to take social&t measures on land, the.potty-oourgoois 
peasantry will desert the ship. If, as we say, in America, tno tas cs 
on the agrarian field are of a social^ t nature, consequently, the 
problem of a break in the alliance is out of the question sine no such 

alliance will evor be realized. Such being the^caso, the fear 01 a 

broak-up of proletary, n rule, once it conquers in many advanced coun¬ 
tries, will not be an issue at all since the revolution ma.de will be 
a one class revolution andwill not face destruction as there will be 
no alliance to be broken. To preach a two class alliance for advanced 
countries or, and this is worse, a workers and farmers.government, 
moans to say that the revolution, even if it conquers in many countries, 
will be faced with destruction once it attempts to socialize the land. 
Since the alliance with the peasantry must in the fire 1 analysis come 
to a break, these people consequently grarantee us the failure of the 
revolution even if it conquers in advanced countrAs. Such is the logic 
of the opportunist slogan of a two class form of rule. 


In answering our demandas to the exact democratic tasks the wor¬ 
kers andfarmers government will solve, the partisans of the slcg an 
remind us of the small concessions they will be able to offer to the 
farmers, such as the reduction of taxes and the withdrawal of mort-^ 
gages. And it is precisely here that their opportunism comes in, ex¬ 
pressed concretely in the subordination of the workers’ interests a.n 
the championing of the petty-bourgeois cause. Nobody denies that wo 
should aid the farmer in his struggle against the banker. That is all 
done to weaken finance capital and prepare the death blow to capitalism. 
There is a difference, however, between supporting the struggle of the 
farmer for immediate demands before we take power, and the proposal to 
strengthen petty-bourgeois economy on landafter the revolution as a 
means of establishing a two form class rule forwhich.there is no basis. 
The Russian peasant allied himself with the proletariat because there 
remained basic democratic tasks to be solved such as the btaining oj 
land, etc. Certainly the small, petty reforms we mentioned above can¬ 
not- be called basic democratic tasks. For such reforms, we repeat,^tho 
farmer will not join in a workers revolution, knowing very well.that 
one of the immediate tasks of the revolution will be the socialization 
of land. It is useless to say that we can put something over on the 
farmor by offering him demagogic promises and, once we are in power, 
forgetting about the promises. The naivete of such an argumeit is sur- 
nrising. Workers' revolutions are not made by cheap promises, xes, 
the bourgeoisie can afford to be demagogic for they tend to oppress 
humanity. We tendto liberate. 
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The workers’ revolution in America will*® ^^^^aocomplishod^r. 
passing even that of the Russian. Victory wi- - ^ thous- 

ono day but will express itself in a period of gilwr.• ^ on 

sands of industrial confers will not bo ?- .l h necessities. Con- 

private agricultural enterprises to supply thox undertaken du ring 

soquently the socialization of land will be a of winning 

the civil war period itself. It is hero that the him at 

the farmers through demagogy falls to pioc-s. • _• becomo more om- 
first by promising to give him reforms he will . unlike the 

bittorod on learning that he has been betrayeda • » later 

Russian peasant, who, fooledby '«ute Guard promises of U d, ^ 
allied himself with the Bolsheviks, do just tho reverse up 

Pr ° ml ?ho “‘of , workers and farnnrs government, wrong as it »y 

be, offers some serious consideration if whatpjSolution. It does not 
doy is not a social it but bourgeois-democratic revolution. ni3g .. 

take a great theoreticin to establish the s ° c J o s c °l ?t 

American revolution. Hence the important question: how can 

revolution express itself m a two class fo str iking phenomenon, 

We have explained that under th ® ^ Jh^taslcsof ts°oSn revolution, 
where the bourgeoisie could not complete the tasks oi classes, 

i? was possible for a socialist revolution to be:“J*®that the 
We havealways insisted, however, that, chorea it i express it- 

Russian revolution was a two class revolution, it^co^^^ Onco> how - 
self under any circumstances in a two cla basic democratic 

ever, we are agreed that in America ^ tho Dro blem of a two class 

tasks unsolved by capitalism, not only b^ck^round but the formula 

made revolution consequently fade ^ nt ° sible 

of a two class form £ rule becorns doubly impossibl . 

With tho majority of the Russian P^P^^i^^^Sndfr capitalist 

and the overwhelming majority 0 poasan nation functioning un- 

rolationships (consequently the nr jority <of the imtuon:cun ^ 

OnCG^the°prolGtr.ribt b"ckwU GObntr, 

immediately strike its roots in th ^^Siitical ruio of tho proletariat 
anco of socialist relationships. Th P «, nf >iniist economy. Conso- 

will bo guaranteed ^ gonoration will beless dangerous 

quontly, tho to ancos of ^ internal o g ^^0 the Russian, 

whic^becauso^of it^isolationism^and ^^^^docentraliz^it^elfand^ 0 
withor ectrevolution 

^— gs 

in us’eioJgy to march forward aid overcome all obstacles. 

KARL MIENOV 
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March 10, 1938 


RESOLUTION ON SINO-JAPANESE WAR 

War is a continuation of politics. When the insolvable contradiction 
between the contracting markets and the surplus production of commo¬ 
dities reaches a breaking point war is the logical result. The in¬ 
vasion of semi-colonial China represents in all sense of the word an 
imperialist war carried on by Japanese capitalism for pure and simple 
imperialist purposes: to use China as a source from which to extract 
raw materials and as a market for her surplus goods. The inherent 
weakness cf the economic structure cf Japan, concretized in the unre¬ 
sourcefulness of the Japanese Empire proper, simply tended to hasten the 
conflagration, in no way altering the basic reason for the war.as sig¬ 
nified by the contradictions of capitalism. The Italian invasion of 
Ethiopia, the Sp nish imperialist war, and now the Sine—Japanese war 
are only sparks foreshadowing the great flame- a world imperialis t war. 
Those countries who lead the race before the game has actually started 
do not show superior strength but weakness. The relatively '’sound'.' 
stability of American and British imperialism enabled these countries 
to avoid these premature encounters, thus saving up their strength for 
the real big struggle that is to come. 

As we have said, China is a semi-colonial country. What distinguishes 
it as a semi-colony is the fact that practically all the imperialist 
bandits, dressed up in diplomatic attire, are utilizing China as a base 
for exploitation, as a source from which to suck out the riches cf the 
land, as a place to invest their capital and, finally, as a reservoir 
from which tc extract super-profits. Imperialism cannot and does not 
want to develop China. It keeps it in a state of backwardness, thus 
safeguarding its exploiting interests. A war against imperialist dom¬ 
ination does not only weaken imperialism thus facilitating the revolu¬ 
tion of the proletarians in advanced countries but also awakens.the 
Ghinese proletariat and peasantry to Its own economic and political 
needs. When the Chinese worker struggles against imperialism (providing 
he is" net utilized as a pawn in the struggle against one imperialist 
for another) he is in reality struggling against his own boss. When 
the Chinese peasant struggles against imperialism it opens up new pos¬ 
sibilities for him to struggle against his own landlord since, first, 
he has the opportunity t 9 use the arms he has not only against the in¬ 
vading imperialist, but also against his enemy at home- the landlord^ 
and, secondly, since it happens that quite d'ten theold landlord would 
rather prefer to secure himself under the guns of the imperialist than 
to risk a fight against the imperialist for fear that ultimately the 
fight might be turned into a struggle against his exploitation as well; 
hence the landlord becomes willing, as a matter of choice, to become 
allied with imperialism and thus the peasant in struggling against im¬ 
perialism can advance the class struggle in many ways. When the native 
Chinese bourgeoisie struggle against imperialism they are in reality 
fighting for their right to exploit their own people. .True, in mot of 
the cases the natige bourgeoisie never achieves its objective. But that 
doesn't mean to say that it doesn't strive for it. In the sense that 
it strives it therefore fights for it and its struggle weakens imperi¬ 
alism thus aiding the world proletarian revolution. 

The fight that Chian-Kai-Shek is at present putting up against.imperi¬ 
alism is historically a progressive struggle despite the reactionary 
nature cf Chiang-Kai-Shek and the native bourgeoisie.in oppressing the 
Chinese workers and peasants. The striving for national independence 
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, the pc.rt <f the Chinese nat ional bou rgeoisie , while corresponding —. 
t'~ onmp. time corresponds to the interest sjx^JshQ. 

rhPnA.A nnnulftf.lnn.' including the workers ai^_E«£santsV^Wnt,ro 


■■ts interests, at tne sa me a-ime u^n-uaponas *-~7- : — 

h-ole chineae population. Including the workers and poj^nts^ 
as the Chinese native bourgeoisie ~Ti only as yet aspiring for 
-ight to oppress Its cwn people the Chinese worle r is r.lre-dj engaged, 
not in aspiration#* but ir actual fighting against a section of his im- 

porla list bossas. the Japanese capitalists. Thus the “‘rjffl 5 h ? a . 
wrrkon- in getting rid of those who mainly oppress them tocay oni} i 
cllitateshfs aspirations in getting rid of,all oppression 
eluding native oppression. In this sense, the struggle 
worker against foreign Imperialist domination is only £i2§| 

toward a higher struggle for the proletarian dictatorship, hver since 
Japanese invasion of Manchuria the Chinese national bourgeoisie 
^ been ?e?realing steadily. At first it tried to reach a compromise 
with Japanese imperialism in the attempt to satisfy the wolf with some 

concessions. Chinng*Ki£-Shek put up some mil ^ Jf* 

phurian conflict but capitulated in the hope that the wolf sould e 
satisfied with Manchuria alone# The wolf swallowed Manchuria ana 
coededto grab the Chahar provinces. Again Chlang-Kai-Shek heading the 
Kuo-Mirr-Tang, which is the Party <f the native bourgeoisie, capitulated, 
still hoplSf that somehow he might be able to reach a compromise with 
Japanese^imperialism. Finally It became ol.« to lr 

people that they had to struggle for, if they didn t struggle, th 
rule would be completely eliminated. Thus began the resistance on the 
part <ff the Kuo-Min-Tang culminating in the present Sino-Japanese - . 

m hp Kuo-Min-Tang is the party cf the national revolution or, better said, 
the mrtv Sf ChiXfe^ourgeolsie. Within it there enist various 

factions^ some representing the interests of dl « e rent imperia t •- 
ers. These imnerialist factions, however, do not control the Kuo a 
a, Thev simply bargain for positions; the American controlled f-c 

tion*works^for concessions for US imperialism while the British contro¬ 
lled faction works for mancessions for English imperialism. o 

“r/^r^ifnsr ana r 

and still favors a policy of struggle while the right wing up c e 

favors a peace with Japan for fear of losing everything if the We.r 
lost. The resistance on the part of China is conclusive pr .. . 

tbi* ^t-rueaile the left wing came out victorious. In this respect it i- 
S kidnapping of Ohiang-Kai-Shek. The I'Wdnapper" 

section She Chinese^capitalist class who finally resorted to such a 
mo&ettre to convince the general of the correctnasssof their po y. 

certain section of the capitalistclass was crystallized in the lo t 
witis cf the Kuo-Min-Tang which was none far-sighted than the olo cons^ 
votive wing The former understood very well the new turn oi the S 
inists SfcnnclSdod, quite correctly, that there wt s no danger tfpro- 
i”t“ria“or^peasant struggle being led by the stalinists. Realizing the 

cnen hotrwal S? ?ho ChinSse stalinis ts of the proletarian interests and 

Jen realizing that there was no Marxist Party in China, the lo. - S 
ef ?he Kuo-Mi^-Tnng convinced the general that the struggle against 111 - 
perialism°could be^confined to purlly nationalistic-bourgeois channels. 

wh _ iq t h e Chinese national bourgeoisie fighting and for whom? as 
- t-ted before no oppressing class fights for abstract principles. T 
Chinese national bourgeoisie fights for its right to exploit. Loo g 
C t ?t from a cure mechanical point bf view, one would conclude: if the 
ph h- national bourgeoisie fights for its right to exploit, wherein is 
the struggle progressive? Marxists reply; the native bourgeoisie as yet 





















has not managed to attain its goal, to be the sole exploiter <$ Chinese 
people. It is striving for that. The real exploiter cf China is for¬ 
eign imperialism, in the struggle against foreign imperialism, it is 
true, the native bourgeoisie stands to gain. But whereas the native 
bourgeoisie only stands to gain, the proletariat is already gaining; he 
is engaged in fighting a section of his present main exploiters, for¬ 
eign imperialism. So there we see that the struggle against imperial¬ 
ism, if utilized correctly, does not gloss over class differences but 
advances the class struggle; it opens up new possibilities for the wor¬ 
king class* Struggling against hi a imporialfiafc exploiter' the prole¬ 
tariat deepens the class struggle in the colony and prepares itself for 
the overthrow cf all exploitation, includiig native oppression. But ?* 
that again is not hitting the main point. What is important is the blovs 
that the colonial struggle deals to world imporlallau The most importanS 
question is: what olTaots will a defeat' of Japanese - Imperialism have on 
the struggle for the world revolution? What effect will it have on the 
Japanese empire? And then again, what effect will it have on the rest 
of the oppressed colonial people? Those are the dominant questions which 
should be asked to help us find why the struggle on the part of China 
is progressive* 

In our thesis on the National and Colonial Question we have emphasized 
that the major force for world revolution is the proletariat of the adv- 
anced countries* Consequently we have conoluded that what Is decisive 
to the world proletariat is not the victory of the national bourgeoisie 
of the eolojiy nut the defeat *>£ the Imperialist power or powers, who, 
without any colonial possessions would have long ago been overthrown by 
the working class* Thus the reason for the progre&ALve nature of the 
war China is carrying on becomes clean it is a blow at imperialism fa- 
ci3 itatlng the revolution in advanced capitalist countries which are 
decisive for the world revolution. In other words, the struggle of the 
colonial people forms a link in the chain of the world revolution. The 
effects a defeat of Japanese imperialism will have on the other oppressed 
colonial people is obvious. It will encourage other colonial people to 
rise up and fight for their freedom from imperialist domination. Thus 
what is localized today as only a struggle on the part of the Chinese 
people against Japanese imperialism may tomorrow spread, with a defeat 
of Japanese imperialism, into a struggle against American, British, and 
all imperialism. In this respect the duty of Japanese workers is to work 
for the revolutionary defeat of their government and army, thus estab¬ 
lishing concretely a relationaship between the struggle of the Chinese 
people for emancipation and the struggle of the Japanese proletariat 
for the proletarian dictatorship. Every hammer blow that the Chinese 
people give to Japanese imperialism is of decisive importance to the 
fate of the Japanese proletarian revolution and vice versa. Every blow 
that the Japanese workers inflict against their government at home is an 
aid to the colonial people, of China^ Bringing it closer to our shores, 
we would conclude that the task of the Marxist Workers League is to 
utilize the struggle of the Chinese people to awaken the Lati»-An»*rican 
semi-colonial people, the Puerto Ricans, the phillippin**©, and tc 
on them to rise up against Yankee imperial i»m. 

We do not in any way doubt that American, British, or we might as well 
say any imperialist country competing with Japan, profits from the 
struggle China is putting up against Japanese imperialist invasion. They 
profit, however, in a secondary sense, ifcethe sense that a defeat of 
Japanese imperialism might not eliminate them completely from the Chinese 
market. But that is something entirely different from the claim that 
China is fighting, .an imperialist war for the interests of America or 













— --—-—— *T ,V’ „„ MnT1 ii From every colonsa. 

Groat Britain. No, we deny trie matter conU - t 3ome benefit. But onat 

struggle some imperialist pow ?LtS^of the colonial struggle. We 
in no way alters the progressive nature o , is no t fighting 

agree, that if a situation arises whereby 1 rl alist power only to 
for its independence but fights against one ^ th3ng in common with 
substitute it with another then we would ^ve nothing ^ flg , ting 
^uch a war. But that is not the case with China.'-nii American D r 

against Japaese imperialism only J^ rlallst invasion frcm Ja- 

British. Today she is confronted with an imperiaiis diate dagger, 

pin. She is fighting this invasion because it national . 

Rut if America were to invade China t » . confronted with an in- 

bourgeoisie would also fight, just as n j ^^Q^geois ie resisted. To- 
vasion by all imperialist powers tho attack. Neither America 

day she is not confronted with involved in the present fray, 

nor Great Britain can affo^d^to becoie playlng a waiting game, sa- 

These two strongest antagoni P P come whioh wilx 

ving up their war resources for the ^ able t0 utilize the 

really decide the fate of ^ina. China^tod y ^ strengthen its own 

present antagonisms among Britain 1 s desire for a Japanese defeat 

hand. It is able to play upon Britain ^desire^ Brltain ^ in order t o 

at the same time, extrac ce ,iqtinction to the contention that Chin, 

obtain war materials. In oontradist no America, it would he co¬ 
ls fighting an imperialist war for America profit from 

rrect to analyze it this way: whereas^ritailor from the Bri .. 

the °hinese resistance, Chm j thus the benefits become re- 

tish and American antagonisms to Japan, tnus 

ciprocal• 

A victory of tho people overJoponeso^^oriAli^iBht ver^ 

easily inspire revolts in the B imperialism of weakening Japanese 
case the hope of British, J^ican^P of ch ina ; might very 

Sfi^tirl Wo against those very same powers. 

Ver y well do we realize that if ^®^“ n j®^ 0 then r tta“tmgle°woSia r 
into . war on the side of Chin g nothin^ Skess than an linpe- 

cSlgo its progressive character ^this case would be- 

rialist war. The struggle . , conflicts. In such a case American 

come subordinated to th ?/Tllf talelelt w proclaim that "China is 
imperialism would have it to Marxist would be to expose 

thf lie^o^thes^phrases^n^to^point^ut^that^Americafs^entrance^into^ 

SSShToHS only V the^policy 3 of U revolutionary defeatism would be an orcor. 
The task of the Chinese P ro J e ^ a ^ ppr i al ist invasi^/burtractively 

tary struggle against Japanese imperial:lighting Japanese imperialism, 
participate in that struggle. But whiletignr S p iz0 independently, 
the proletariat of China must ^^^^wn organizations, with the 
into its own armed b ^ tal l?;° na, r uS2ie against imperialist oppression to 
perspective of carrying the strugg g ot)Pre s S i 0 n, including native 
a higher plane, to a strugg e a ® a . , a t 0 rship. The task of a Marxist 

oppression, for the proletarian dietatorship^^ g that while Chiang- 

Partv in China would he to explain to t ^ 1sTT1 when the struggle 

Kai-Shek Is prosently^lgMing^apanes^ imperra roached a polll t 

M Sght against imperialist invasion will hav^become^urno^^^ 

^iIshe^Tife e in g 19 n 8 p wfli"palfto the side of the imperialist 
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strike together with 


con- 


counter-revolution.. We will march separately and exprossinr 

Chiang-Kai-Shek, at no time supporting him, ^ t0 the native toour- 

fidence in his government, at no time capitulat ng strike alone, 

geoisie, and when the time comes we will march alone ^na sir 

cf course aided hy the peasant masses. 

The Marxists of China must raise the oemand °i^uorialist coun*r 

imperialir tproperty, including the property of those imner strikos 

tries who at present are not directly mvo va. ' d^vli The struggle 
against imperialist concerns is ® J neso ' iBp eiialism alone, hut 

must not ho confined to a f igh - J 1 * , oTninit the riches of 

to a fight against all imperialist countries who exploit the ri 

China. The fact that the struggle on the part of China t ^/^ g refrain 
and that we support this struggle does not me«-n is '? nterests as well, 
from organizing the workers against ra. ^ k imperialist concerns 

It would ho a complete betrayal to call strikesin^impor^^^^^^ , We 

and to hesitate to do the same m Chi:-A t this would moan antag* 

shall not listen to the betrayers who claim that tnis ainst im - 

onistag native interests and hence would harm ust be raised to 

perialim'.’ The class struggle must never ceaseU It must do r. 
a higher plane, to a political struggle agains^ on nore 

trary, the struggle against Japanese imperralmm 11 intensified . 

thonative^bourgeois iQ S inbound 1 to^desert the st ruggl.- 

gaiiist imperialism if *^ing “lass beceme^a ^ ^ 

desert (the struggle, ^h^better the fight against 

iffSSS -si'tfSeLated first" would 

be nothing less than betrayal. 

How concretely do we suPP°ftan^Kai-Shei^as the great^ader of the 
it mean that we -eulogize OhiangKa. Si > munter-revolutionary role 

Chinese people"? NoXJl We explain the P^stcounte ^ chinesQ workers 

ofCbir„n-Kai-Shok and his present ro ^ ^ x *. a. "pblen-Kai-Shek th ; 

and "peasants. W e explain to the workers thatRespite / ?he blow 

K'i-Shekk Mol If we do collect money from theamerioan workers-, it 
wiilgo toward building a Marxist Party in China it will go toward ^ 

helping the struggle cf the ® h y® s “ f p J° ®nition'was goingto China, wo 
nt this particular moment a ship of ^•_ were armed 

wouldnH sabotas5-it. It goes without saying th.t if t 
indepondont workers militia, we would divert this shipmo cnothor 
to Chiang-Kni-Shok andhavo it delivered to the worke advooato the 

cf supporting the struggle of the ehinese P«°Py> h t ls lndop0 n- 
b- the workers of any arms shipment to J-p^n, ■o 

T'HIoST Such actions are to take the form +- a iist 

V.ir-50t-5HirHaHT J npanese imporialism^ut also nmerican^c.p t 

Berests. At no time ^0 * appeal to he meriean ^ ^ «^ rl 
any action favoring tno srruggio tiurnos-e of favoring 

government takes any J^ion^it goes must be ' ex p 0s ed and fought 

iie ^-vaters i^we^must^explain^to^the^merica^worker^that 
'battleships are stationed in Chinese wa ^f ^3° 11 In^h^respec t le con¬ 
tentions but for simple imperialistic ros.^^ ^ rac i a i hatred against 

SZese 0 af aCoie! 5e"teach the^merican workers that his 


moans 
stopping 
.r; ff 1 Wohlers 
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hatred must 
J 


not 


be directed 
as well as 


Japanese as such but against.the 
American bosses; that his main 


against 

Japanese bosses, as well as against American Dosses; onuu ms 
enemy is at home, in Washington and not in Toykio, that the only real 
effective way of aiding the Chinese people is by struggling for the 
overthrow of American imperialism. We categorically reject the anti- 
Japanese boycott sponsored by Stalinists and American merchants who 
compete with Japanese goods. What we desire is not a consumers boycott, 
which at best is only a petty-bourgeois affair, but workers action in 
form of strikes, which will not only harm Japanese imperialism but also 
American capitalist interests, workers demonstrations and other mili¬ 
tant workers action, a strike at the point of consumption is a phili "~ 


h' 




tont workers action* a striKe at tne point 01 consumption is «. pum 
tine idea, a reformist panacea, at best an expression of petty-bourg 
radicalism. The workers must eat, the workers must wear clothes I If t 
don«t buy from Japan, then they will be forced to buy from Germany,. 
Italy, or from other countries w’d se regime amounts to a military dic¬ 
tatorship. Do the workers in any way benefit if they buy from '’democra¬ 
tic” exploiters? The same capitalist dictatorship exist in these ''de¬ 
mocratic” countries as in fascist countries. To teach the workers to 
boycott fascist countries means in essence to smuggle in the idea of 
supporting bourgeois democracy as opposed to fascism. This we rejectli 
We must actively come out against such consumers boycotts for they.di¬ 
vert the workers from the correct path, for they lead the workers into, 
pe 11y-bourg'e’o’i's' 'channels of ” s trugg 1 e” . 

„ ... • 

To tho Header 

If you agree or disagree with us, there is one thing: you will_ ha ^° to 
admit 7 - that "The Spark^* is a theoretical organ.worth ^ 

boon an established policy of most other magazines that thc reade i 
•nly to road while tho wtttcr Is only to write. Wo msh to °£tabli ^ 
now pro cedent.. Wo wish to give tho reader not only tho oppor y 

read but to write. Agreeing or ^ sa g? oin §. wi 2* I? tho "Spark” is 
•pportunity to express your own thoughts. Jho Sxoe?ioncos 

top*lomicizo before tho working class. Bitter historica P matter 
have taught us that deep political differences arc not i 
to be discussed among tho seloctod few, but in 

whole. *ho correct lino will como out victorious an tho end. Writc 

Wo therefore urgb tho reader to communicate to US immediately. 

tot 

John I. light 
Gonoral Delivery 
Now York Gity 

As . reminder wo also liko to inform tho ^“Jor ho^cMi^booomo ;, 

subsnrlhor to "Tho Spark" and roooivo it in maii ” y 
the year f oto only ctja AjO-I**--, s<t*U>o xwv 














The sI i 


on Anarchism and SsydlcaiigB 


wn 


x x w T. . - — - — — — 

c< n q i "Optpoc ra cy hcis u.oe -' ^ 

1 . The utter bankruptcy of/^^^and^oc the Joetr.yals^ 

many^a worker into the ar^ ?narcMsm COV ers up its ; ig not 

opp^rtunism V ?j; g lS pgytsion , of^Marxis^hut^a'^Togical^conclusion^of ^it^By 

making revisionism gnonyraous jitK ^^^^opSent'towards Marxism. 

“rr"i 

^SSSBxS5S»W*5£ 

these revisionists attac^^ alffers fr0 m anarchism,.^e^ can 

££ SUciSrs arehupporters of the bonreeorsj^^^^ Jfc u M gh time 

-rfSrBLrllnae^o^eeent its vies, , ^ ^ 

3 . vrnat has been said by Lenin in his ^State one ^ - 

«« roil 

S e aSSrSs?o “aSSndfif us ^rl'conoretitation, more c a 

cp bion. # „ d°o*d1o. Ultra- 

4. Anarchism is not bltna-leftism as oft^mag^^- has'done the move- 

i oft ism at least claims to follow ^aiu-i of Marxism, vtaat kind 

ment one fa™£; xt i^it^To best characterize " nar °^ P n°movem?nts do 

that^ileslnce it is petty-bourgeois ^^“ is . W ^L-n^s? 1 

not come forth from Lhe r-voiu J conforms to reality, b.opian 

a world of reality 0 f the petty *°Z?£ IV holfvev a 

lift, pH of these movements, inciuaiu 6 

tools' of the bourgeoisie. 1lt oria is 

se with a utopian position wj.ni ^ J t0 VQB \. 

, ..far. from seeing_a revolutionary 

refvifeal to sae the 


5. As is always the ca 
n 1-1oped. U'v cold roplity , - - - 

•w H -os that "reality" which is 
1 ■ i 5 j " __ ^-p -ppifv^fli to s a,o - 


;st to its nose - Tao-uirgsois 

)ces3ity for the proletariat 


reality 

tO U 33 
anarchist 
bourgeois! 


B^ceuse of refrSal to see n ?2t ?orce of events burst the 

,*it 'tower for its own purposes th force ° 0 wltt) tbe 

'“utopia asunder md 14 d'“i^pr’ss the workingclass . The evont: 
tate nov/er to suppress l,xxv - 


“'Jr 

usina 


of Spain aro 
fonnd itself 


too 

in. 


pom 
close to ns 


to ?o?got the hopeloss confusion 


-narchism 


t i i_^ Tbe proletari- 

q th©re are classes there will Ooo a s^s. ^ establiob. 

t t; ovorthrowing^the bourgeoleie^cannot immediately hop 









society. It must copo with tho vast counter-revolutionary 
and. petty-bourgeoisie which are not immediately assimilat- 
n 3 vr life. Classstruggle between tho petty-bourgeoisie, hour- 
workers even after tho revolution is inevitable; the mole- 
establish its state to gradually liquidate the pettyrbour- 
isio as a class. The proletariat must organize 
machinery to liquidate the counter-revolutionary force' 
t oven after it has seized power. It is 

p these 


a classless 
bourgeoisie 
efi. into the 
geoisie and 
tariat must 
geoisie and bourgoo 
ov/n stat 
will exi 
the 


tering the 


and-one must have state power to ke 
the bourgeois state machinery " 
kers state machinery to regulate life, 
revolution, it is impossible to create 
the lessons of Spain. Anarchism up 


not encir gh to s: 
thing3. Without 


its 
which 
ize 
shat - 

nd creating in its place a wor 
to guard the connuests of the 
i a socialist society. Those are 
to dr1 5 has not gr-snod this "-oint 

be against 


and therefore understands nothing. ri hile declaring itself to do 
every lend of :tate, anarchism is, in reality, r hin ranee to toe es¬ 
tablishment of a proletarian state and only helps to preserve tho can¬ 
to. He*who- gives the worker a utopian solution thereby gives 


itaiist st 


giv 


him no 


solution at all and thus, in reality, a wrong solution. 


7 . 31indod b T its utopia of the 


imm 


idle to introduction of a ''liber¬ 


tarian communism' 1 , anarchism forgot all about the necessity of shatter¬ 
ing the Soanish bourgeois state of wiping out tho bourgeois police, its 
army and its courts. Neither could it 30 against its program and estab¬ 
lish a workers state. In many places the spontaneous movement of the 
workers wiped, out the bourgeois police. By their own instincts, the w*r- 
k^rs organized their own armed detachments. But anarchism had nooning 
positive to offer. It had no program to centralize these armed workers 


forces 


[t could not 


tell the workers to establish their own state 


,, for 

that contradicted the -narchist theories. While the bourgeoisie was bu¬ 
sy consolidating itself, anarchism was busy constructing witbm^the 
framework of a world capitalist economy its isolated "cl~ssloss com¬ 
munes its'’fre 3 " societies. Its attacks against Stalinism are therfore 
smokescreens to hide its fundamental agreement with Stalinism on the 
theory »f building socialism in one country. 

8. Because anarchism opposed participation in bourgeois elections 
ss tantamount to betrayal, in the dynamic of events it found itself 
supporting a capitalist Peoples Front electoral 010 c. ihese kind of 
180 decree turns holds true for ultra-leftism as well. Whoroas^ultra- 
1 -'ftism is the other t;id; of the same opportunist com, anarcaism is 
reformism turned inside out. Marxists v alize only too well the impos¬ 
sibility of overthrowing tho bourgeoisie through'parliamentary actions. 
Bu t at the same time Marxists know how to utilize bourgeois parliaments, 
mh-v us -1 it solely as a platform from which to expound their views, 
from which to expose the promises ofthe bourgeois parliamentarians, m 
above all, they utilize the parliamentary platform from which m sum¬ 
mon the workers to direct mass action against the bourgeoisie and ips 
parliamentary government* It is no accident that those'pure -anarchists 
Imd-'d uo in a^bourgeois cabinet. Whereas Marxists utilize all liber¬ 
ties wrested from the bourgeoisie ns Ia spitlngbdJ.Td n for ^^e over-hrow 
of the bourgeois state, the bourgeoisie cn the other hand utilize th.se 
’purists" to further suppress the workingclass. 


march! st 


9 Anarchism up to this very day is supporting the Spanish inneri 
vr-r T t in fact was greatly responsible for helping to oring a- 
W ^reformation of thJ civil pr into cn m-.-cricliit^l-ujhtor. 
The social-os triotiam of the anarchists is not an accident, of 

tboir loading members in the last World War were ardent supporters of 










ph.rs.33s about 
•ry defeatism i: 


goner; 
! for. 


'1 strikes to 
far removed 


their own imperialists. Shouting empty 
combat wars', 1 the thought of revolution; 
from their utopian minds. 

10 . Within the anarchist movement there ^re various groupings disa¬ 
greeing with each other on some points, but all adhering to the basic 
philosophy of anarchism. One of the left anarchist groupings, the irlends 
of Durrutti came into existence trying very hard to reconcile reality 
with the utopirn theories of anarchism. It too, in clinging to the old 
anarchist rubbish, -as permeated with opportunism from its very founda¬ 
tion, despite the fact that it fought heroically on the barricades, for¬ 
getting ail about the old anarchist position which opaosod any kind oi 
state, it came out for a government of the CNT-UGT; quite in the style 

of their right wing comrades who also issue the same opportunist slogan 

noF. 

11. The maos following m-rebism has in Spain among the workingclass 
does not alter the fact that it is a potty bourgeois radical tendency. 
Petty-bourgeois radicalism having such r ''revolutionary' outward a spec 
does indeed attract workers, like many other pottyObourgeois radical 
movements of the past which infiltrated the ranks of the workingclass* 

But it is safe to predict that Sp-in will be the tombstone °f,"narcaism. 

It is the last pl-co on earth tfnor it had any gr.at inroads m tho 
workingclass. If a Marxist Party had odxisted anarchism would havo boon 
discredited much earlier. As the situation exists it will therefor„ 
take a little longer to rid this petty-bourgeois radical tendency out 

of the ranks of labor. 

12. Just as the Anarchist views the state as an oppressing force to 
he abolished immediately upon seizure of power, so too, does he loo 
uoon the political party as dictatorial. In his abstract concept of 
"human fr^dom" vn ich represents his petty-bourgeois ideology, th- An 

^ th, political party, coWoiPlly -r r.tronply contr-liaod one 
not -s an aid but a hindrance to- the revolution. Since the ni jstion of 
the oarty and the State are so bound up together and of fundamental im- 
•oortnfl.ee, a theoretical error in one must lead to a principled ^vn.mm 
in the other, causing confusion. Tnio confusion iu vy^v ^, 
ious shades of Anarchism; from a half-hearted attempt go ere- iw sonm 
functioning bodv, which represents a political warty more or less, to 

r 'total rejection of any vanguard end depending upon tho Sot-L ing 

rising of the -ork-.ngclrsa. But in essence all agree as to the opr.ohn b 

nature of the political party. 

13. Thus, since the Anarchist does not understand the necessity °f 
- nt.t' as a means of maintaining workers' power, liko’-as^, flop. in 0 
from this you have the complete disregard and rejection of a guiding 
fore"- w'uch must not only overthrow tho old rule, but which must w, 
tb- naw nower! Contrary to the Anarchists "human freedom" concent the 
political warty is not separate and above the workingclass acting ^ - 
domin'-tin' 5 * fore., over it, but is part of the worker*., arises from^tn.m, 

c party »tato to seize pernor for it end to weild the cow- 

or. The workers need this too, with one important modific^ ion - -- 

for - n°rtv will vary inversely to the -dvancemont ofth , dict,torohi 

1-t-rict tow*rd a classless society. The political party and 
the state are co-.existent; likovioe both become extinct upon the dis¬ 
appearance of classes. 
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S ynd i cal i sm 

1.Whereas Anarchism r 'cognizes the necessity of a vanguard but con¬ 
tradicts itsolf by saying that "no party has a monopoly over tho work- 
ingclcas", tho syndicalists reject completely tho nood for political 
action. Evon a certain political clause, which was subordinated to tho 
whole line of action on the economic field in the Id' 1 / manifesto of 
1905, w~s rejected in the later msnifesto of 1908. This 1908 manifesto 
which today is the preamble of tho IWW, presented a full syndicalist 
line. 

2.In their rejection of political action tho Syndicalists limit 
their activity solely to the oconomic field. Their nr in weapon of 
struggle against capitalism is the general strike, which forms the 
height of revolutionary action for tho syndicalist. As a means of 
breaking down tho capitalist system, or as the Syndicalists express it, 
"taking away the power of the capitalist rnd gaining this power for 
ourselves," Syndicalism uses sabotage and the Strike'. Thru constant 
strike nd cabotage, the Syndicalist hopes to prepare for the day when 
there will take piece the general strike, the culmination of thoSyndi- 
calist activity against the capitalist class, which will be tho comple¬ 
tion of the "building of the now society within the shell of tho old". 

To the Syndicalist, "Every Strike Is c Small Revolution and a Dross 
Rehearsal For the Big One." 

3.The S 3 nadicalist desires to form industrial unions h ich will cm* 
brace whole industries end eventually "One Big Union" to represent all 
industries within r country. Tho building ofthe so revolutionary indiis- 
trial unions will be within"tho old shell of capitalism", and thus tho 
now society will see its formation vdthin the old. 

The concept of "building the now society wi thin the shell of tho 
old", if analyzed carefully, comes very close to social-domocratic re¬ 
formism. The social-domocrcts also belcivo in initiating "socialist 
measures" while capital ism continues to exist. Gradually th 030 "so¬ 
cialist measures" will become the dominant part of the ooonomy of the 
country and thus the country will have thru evolutionary steps enter¬ 
ed into socialism. Torero you have a opportunist social-democratic view. 
Isn't this exactly what the Syndicalst formula morns? Wherein, however, 
do they differ? The Syndicalist conceiv s of a time when all the work¬ 
ers will become organized into industrial unions and then they will 
give the sign”! to stop working-"tho general 3triko". This gen oral is 
supposed to paralyze tho country to such an extent that the capitalist 
will become helple33-"Armies will be of no avail. Capitalist governments 
may isa.\o their mondiatos in vsin."( pamphlet by Grover H. Perry -pub¬ 
lished by IWW -"Hie Revolutionary IWW"). Capitalism then will collapse 
according to the Syndicalist. All that the- unions will have to will bo 
to discard the doc'yed system md pick up the spoils of victory, thus 
realizing the industrial union society. There isn't that a* wonderful u~ 
topic.? Micro in is the mb? 

Tho main fault of the Syndicalist is that he doesn't understand 
the state. By failing to understand this ho understands nothing ~nd 
from this flows all his incorrect positions on the various questions. 
First, and foremost capitalism does not collapse. It simply doo3 not 
fall apart by merely- a general strike. Against such a strike the cap¬ 
italist statowill use tho army, police, navy - "'ll the forces at its 

command - in order to break the strike. A strike alono is not the end. 

It is a moms to an end, -nd sometimes a wrong moan s. One should not 
play with general strike. When utilized in tho interests of tho work- 
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ars, the general strike becomes a tactic within the whole framework of 
the struggle of the workingclass directed against the bourgeois state, 
hike a demonstration, the general strike is utilized as a stepping 
stone toward higher forms of struggle culminating in the insurrection a- 
gainst the bourgeois state. At tidies, however, the demonstration is out 
of place and, if called for, might injure the struggle of the workers a- 
gainst capitalism. The same is true of the general strike. At times 
when the struggle of the workers has already reached a higher plane of 
struggle than the general strike; ie, barricade fighting, insurrection, 
etc. the call for a general strike might very easily become a boomer - 
mg against the workers since it might tend to confine the workers’ ', t 
fight to pure, simple economic boundaries. Conversely, a call for the 
general strike prematurely might exhaust the latent energy of the work¬ 
ingclass which is coming to the fore, and thus result in further demora¬ 
lization of the workers. The bourgeoisie will then take advantage of 
this in order to completely drown all seeds of revolt. The main thing to 
remember is that a general strike is a tactic to be used opportunely and 
not a panacea for the overthrow of capitalism. Purtheimore, whereas the 
Syndicalist considers the tying up of the industries the end of the 
struggle, wo Marxists consider'this a stepping stone toward insurrection 
Workers seizing of factories without a workers armed force to protect 
those factories is a meaningless phrase. It becomes necessary to organ¬ 
ize workers’ militia in order to smash tho bourgeois armed forces. Es¬ 
pecially in such an industrialized country as tho United States, where 
the bourgeoisie is strongly entranced, the civil war may extend for 
years. For this it becomes necessary to organize the fighting State of 
the proletariat; first, to cope with the cohnter-revolution end second¬ 
ly to organize and regulate a normal and functioning economy. To entrust 
all this work to a trade union is not to understand the character of 
trade unions. A fighting party of the proletariat, steeled in the 
struggle, able to load, is the only organ which can guarantee a victori¬ 
ous revolution. 

4. In their total concentration upon the economic struggle the syn¬ 
dicalist disregards completely thesd gnificanec of the bourgeois state 
apparatus. Tho armed forces of tho bourgeoisie and all tho strength of 
the state that tho capitalists bring into play against tho workingclass 
are viewed by tho Syndicalist, not as a form of oppression of tho cap¬ 
italist state over the workingclass, but merely as a struggle within 
tho economic sphere; boss vs. worker, economically. 

5. It is significant that tho syndicalist with his theory of building 
tho "now society withih tho old" completely disregards tho state. And 
hero a basic difference between Marxists and Syndicalists comes forth. 
Marxists understand that only through the shattering of the bourgeois 
state and the setting up of tho dictatorship of tho proletariat can tho 
victory of tho workers be assured* Tho Syndicalist on tho other hand, 

in his inability to understand the nature of tho state, must constantly 
lose any gains that ho may make on thecconomic field because of tho 
prossu re and power of the bourgeois state. It is not surprising there¬ 
fore to see that the role of tho Syndicalist and Anarchist in Spain to¬ 
day is one of capitulation to tho Spanish bourgeoisie, of treachery to 
tho workingclass. This is due to tho failure of these people to under¬ 
stand the nature of tho 3tato which forms a sharp blade of tho Marxist 
struggle against tho bourgeoisie. 

6. Coincidental with their failure to understand tho nature of the 
state, and directly linked up to this same question is tho failure of 
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tho Syndicalist to recognize tie necessity of a political party ol the 
workingclass, a Marxist party. Tho Syndicalists in felling lo sou Iho 
need of a political party, fails to so. that tho mass does noc louu buv 
must follow, and that to load ono must build a political party, not co. 
posed of just anybody, but of solocted workers trained m tno art oi 
struggle, trained to givo loadorship to tho class; in short, a par.y 
the revolution. Tho Syndicalists substitute for all this the moaning 
loss phrase; tho class can take caro of itself and does not need any 
vanguard. 

7 . The slogan for a "trade union government" which various centrist 
parties have raised for Spain is nothing loss than a capitulation to 
syndicalism. There can bo no such animal as a trade union government 01 , 
as tho Syndicalist calls it, "an industrial union government. To n vc 
raised the slogan for a CNT-UGT government in Spain would oy no moans 
have given us a workers’ government but a government composed oi ohc a~ 
ponts of the bourgeoisie and serving tho interests of capitalism, /rfe re¬ 
ject tho concept that a union is able to cope with problems ol tuo 
Instead wo explain clearly; a union is a form oforganization capaolo Ox 
handling mainly day to day economic problems. It contains a noborogono- 
ous group of workers who are not trained for revolutionary purposes, it 
is not n form of orgrniation caoablo of lording political struggle^. 

Onco a union stops out of its role of fighting mainly for economic de¬ 
mands it coasos to bo a union. That does not moan to say th-,, a. anion 
cannot hero andthoro on occasions become involved in political struggi 
Neither does it mean to say that in times of a revolutionary crisis the 
union cannot arm tho workers. But to oxpoct political leadership 
a union, to oxpoct it to load tho class toward insurrection, is not to 
understand tho kind of organization r trade union is. A union is not 
croatod for the purpose of loading political struggles; it is not an 
organ to handle state power; it is not all-inclusivo. Soviets on tho o- 
thor hand represent all oppressed, not necessarily wage workers, only 
such a form of organization which includes all oppressed, led by a 
Marxist party, can make a victorious workers revolution. A workers gov¬ 
ernment based on Soviets of the workers, soldiers, sailors and the somi- 
prolotarians is tho kind of government for which we struggle. 

8 . Tho Syndicalist CANNOT understand tho nature of dual power, sim¬ 
ply because ho does not understand the nature of the state. Tho Syndi¬ 
calist cannot understand that at times, oven though he has seized some 
factories, ho has hot seized power for tho workingclass(witness i^aly 
and Catalonia) nor. can the Syndicalist understand that oven with the 
seizure of factories, and tho contemporaneous disregard of the bourgoois 
st-to, he may run tho factories in tho interests of the.bourgeoisie, or 
at tho most may cause the bourgeoisie inconvenience. This, because the 
bourgeoisie in maintaining political power, still controls the life of 
tho country and can exploit the workers in various ways. Only 13 " count- 
oroosing their own government in contradistinction to that of the 
bourgeoisie, io, dual power, and then resolving this dual power in fa¬ 
vor of itself can tho workers sot up their own rule. Any t ik .doup 
seizing factories without the understanding of dual power, no matter 
how resolute and revolutionary, is nothing but misleading phrases which 
blind tho workers to tho necessity of political action against tnc 
class enemy, Without utilizing the economic struggle as a springboard 
for political struggles rgainst tho bourgeoisie confusion is croatod 
and any mention of a workers socioty is rendered meaningless. In the 
fina 1 analysis, as will bo proved in the struggle, either thu Syndic. — 
list will join the Marxist in shattering tho bourgeois staito and tho 
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setting up of the dictatorship of the proletariat, or the Syndicalist 
will find himself on the bourgeois side of the barricades helping to 
fight and destroy the workers rule. There is no other road for the Syn¬ 
dicalist to take. 

9. We may tic e up one more aspect of Syndicalism - the position of 
the Syndicalist on war. We will discover in this question too, that the 
error of the Syndicalist flows from his misunderstanding of the question 
of the state. Once imperialist war has started, the Syndicalist means 

to end it by his ;, revolutionary"weapon- the general strike. Marxists u- 
tilize the general strike as a tactic within the whole framework of the 
struggle against wer, which eventually means the working for the mili¬ 
tary defeat of one's own bourgeois army(revolutionary defeatism), in 
order to hasten and direct the struggle of the workers against their 
"own" bourgeoisie ie; civil war. Thus, the Marxist in turning the im¬ 
perialist war into civil war, trains his guns against the ben rgeois 
state.in order to shatter it and set up a workers government. The Syn¬ 
dicalist, on the other hand, disregarding the bourgeois state, hopes to 
end the imperialist war by the general strike. True a general strike 
may hurt the bourgeoisie in their carrying on of the imperialist war, 
but as long as the bourgeoisie maintain political power the war may 

still bo prosecuted and the workers protest in the rear be crushed by 

the bourgeois state apparatus! The Syndicalist disregard of the state 

unfortunately, is not shared by the bourgeoisie. We, as Marxists under¬ 
stand the struggle on the political field- the shattering of the 
bourgeois state (the point where the Anarchist stops) and the setting 
up of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

10. In conformity with the draft of the Marxist Workers League,we 
have pointed out that the question of who at the particular moment is 

to seize power is a tactical question. In such an industrialized country 
as the^United States, a strike in a basic industry might very easily 
proc.ipitate a revolutionary crisis in which formation of regularly e- 
lected Soviets becomes impossible-, due to lack of time. The factory 
committees thereby take the place of Soviets and it may be possible to 
seizo power in the name of those factory committees or in the name of 
the Marxist party. But workers' power cannot be seized in the, name of 

because of their very nature and content. Their activity is eco ¬ 

nomic and not political! To step out of their rolo of economic activity 
and to seize power in the name of trade unions is inconceivable because 
as trade unions they are incapable of reachingvsuch a higjh political 
plane of struggle. True, at times a trade union may take part in ele¬ 
mentary forms of political struggle but this is always subordinated to 
the economic activity of the union. The main thing to koop in mind is 
that, whereas syndicalism, delegates to the union an independent role in 
seizing power and disregards the nature of the state, Marxism explains 
that a political party must givo leadership and must be in the forefront 
to guide the class toward the establishment and maintaining of state pow¬ 
er. This the party does thru and by the Soviets. 


v 
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* S3»»“ skk; 

;tnS srss^'.sxT;; r^.^-ra.vs. 

sequently, as far as possible, quotation. will L "*„ Stan- 

the "Declaration" itself. We will leave for a £°m5F«kvism which will 
<?ive and broader study of the historic role of Trotskyi , j 

oovar f far Siler field of investigation than is herein attempted. 

A question may be asked as to the necessity a *. thlsttoe of^coicertdng 
oneself with this particular brand of pseudo-Marxi“fv fclnna i field 

lid "Setol activities of the *rld ^rktogcass.Ignoble 

defeats of workers have occured and are at present being }*r 
AuSSS In* Spain. Discouragement and 

£«a«SSS5ES?^^- 

^LiriAnfiG is given to the pronouncements of centrist tendencies 

s & ^fsh^n^! ?? f o?^a. 3 r d tr^ £^vfc*?i- 

gLlLr^mo^ltatilflf 0 ^?^ 1 ^ io a mto°nil fo ^mphon^ of crass 
messes to tho brink of disaster. 

Marxists recognize tho strto as a means of repression of one class ovor 

and ere only the difforoht moans through which that dictatorship 

PrG to°lttorlo^3 P tl’ thesis put forth in this paf^ 

^q ffl as tho Doliticel form of tho rule of ccpitaiism, difforttig lun 
mentally " I n no .way^ from tho "basic sociel dictatorship of too o<n- 
trolling minority^' differing from bourgeois democracy only as to 

moa §i ?z?fo ifoS ^ 

^WTS^^ilfisfilg wol to| r ?SlL^ll S °iSontity in social character 

l???talist dictatorship, tho SW rooognisos the 
rile If the conflict between capitalist'domocrscy' a hd f asclm, which 
sometimes (?) assumes tho sharpest forms, oven those of * 

Thus the Trotskyite puts the index finger in one ear and says that 
fascism is basically similar to bourgeois democracy, differing 
latte? only as to the"means" of rule. Both represent capitalist dicta¬ 
torship! He releases his finger, pieces his other *£dex finger ° 
ear and exclaims, "The » recognizes the: rise of the 

rJpmorracv and Fascism 11 and this "ccnflict- can e y e “ 
thf flm lf d "ei?il waf'' 1 Both ldess contradict each other, but only one 
elr to” heard each phrase, one at a time, and thus the contradretion as 

S °rZlitalist democracy will go to war in order to defend the "democra- 
til S firm If government- is feat not the hipest form of revision equal¬ 
led only”by the open patriotic Stalinist declarations? Washed away are 
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the basic Marxian concepts that wars, internal^or ’gains 1 ! 

fought for ideological reasons but domina y b r „ 00 j_ s democracy and 

If there exists such a basicthose capitalists to resort 
fascism, basic in tho sense that i causes ooi g democracy is not 

to"civil war”, then wo would conclude that not pa vo the way 

the mother of fascism but its opponent, that rt |! onc i u ?ion would be 
for fascism but destroys it, and thus the« differ from the Sta- 
to support it. Wherein then do ^ cr#CY ? Truly speaking 

linists who are tho defenders of bourgeois differing, in reality 

they don*t differ. They only make pretenses of diiiorx g 

they have fundamental agreement. st - liniat s are more logical, in 

Herein it must bo stated that tho Stalinists -i-the Trot- 
fact they aro internationalists end aro corro heaven*s name, should 

exists it being nat ionalist ically minded^Why^^in^hoaven^s^ ^ ^ ^ 

tho strugglo for democracy V frontiers? If it is true, as tho 

it Pc kept confined to artificial • fnseism, can take 

llotslcyilts claim, that a totwoon dmnocrocyond f. ^ oonflio t 

irf/Spic! Sannoj sue, an ^logical -als^involvo 

the logic of Trotskyist Mcnshcvism. Trotskyists have 

Some people learn nothing .forgptnothi S ^ ovcr the government 
not forgotton that tho domociv - 8 that tho "democrat” Dolfuss 

«Thc’ defense of the fraud of ®Y pl * al ^ntoos^n^h^^nd^tho crushing^ 
of capitalist exploitation- only guaran nnd ins titutions which 

Fascism of oven thoso limited democratic rights^: ld no t have put 

capitalism is *normally* compollod to tolerate. Wo couia^ 

it better. This quote brings out ^ho correct ^ g itali3m . And as is 
chSSc?oritwc 0 of°cc“r?L, n tto conclusion is in direct contradiction 

t0 »'«hilo n at y all'times pointing ou * ‘ h ^ p 0 ”g 1 th ° 3 S ° 0 stasf in C tho U st™ g glo 
?S? soclnlism^ utilizo^ovory m conf lict^botwoon* *domocratic*capitalism and 
Fascism to smash tho . lattpr.... d-mecracy, but... wo will work to 

"smash the'latter"^ And how about . ^no^hSv^a wo?d° to soyabout 


that? To"smash tho latter" is onl 
vjill dofond bourgeois., domocracx* 

Of utmost contemporaneous importance, and °^j , d 2™crac^Sd^ascism 1 is 
“n arrival at a corroot position on tiourgoois democracy ana^i ^ 

the analysis that Parties mako of tha pan^s o . thoir ahili- 

who claim to roprosont tho working class, - try»f ls tho 

SI«« rr?£t°s$» ^doflho test of the Spanish 

° VG "However, q support of tho military strug^o ^"^ionSyO) SP °' 
nish Civil War has nolic^for revolutionists (?) with 

Sfspfcf lo^toX ^ 1 th/onl T road of development to- 

ward tho Spanish worker*s revolution. (p*27) 
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Yes, the SWP ia opposed to a war "fought by any and all imperialist 
states, whether fascist or democratic," because "such wars can only be 
reactionary in character and counter to the interests of the masses and 
the revolution." Yet bourgeois democracy and Fascism can, in their con¬ 
flict, assume such forms as "even those of civil war"11 Spain is given 
as a classical example. Let us examine the problem a little more deeply. 

A civil war in Marxian terminology is a war between classes. The 
Freeh revolution was a civil war because it was a war between the c^P 3 -*" 
talist class and the feudal. So too was the war in the US, during the 
1860*s, a civil war,because it was a struggle between the capitalist and 
th) slave-owning classes. But between what classes in society is the 
present Spanish war being fought? Between capitalist democracy and 
fascism, answers the Trotskyist program. But you have provided us with 
tlio answer to your retort in your very program! The capitalist dictator¬ 
ship , you said above, be it bourgeois democracy or fascism, are^only 
different m oans through which that dictatorship expresses itself. 

Again weDog the answer- betwoen what classes is the present Spanish 
war being fought? A war between bourgeois democracy and fascism mani¬ 
fests conflict between capitalists of the samo ec onomic class. What, wo 
bog to know, is a war between two sections of the same economic class" 

In defining it asa Civil War you are not introducing anything now, you 
arc merely copying tho bourgeois definition* 

But members of tho SWP will object- did wo not state that wo oppose 
"all wars fodght by any and all imperialist states ? Is tho war in Spain 
a war between "imperialist states"? This objection to calling tho war 
in Spain an imperialist war has come from many quarters# Up to now his¬ 
tory has soon imperialist war arise from tho especially overt contra¬ 
diction of national boundaries coming into conflict with expanding for¬ 
ces of production. It is true that imperialist war usually takes this 
particular foxm, of national capitalist classes demarcated by geographi¬ 
cal boundaries, struggling for imperialist profits* But to mechanically 
transfer this formula within tho boundaries of Spain- to say that the 
war is being fought botwoon capitalist di ctatorships(bourgeois democra¬ 
cy and fascism), that tho war is being fought for what any capitalist 
fights for, profits, fields for trado and investment, and then to con¬ 
clude’ that, due to the lack of geographical specifications, the war in 
Spain is a civil war, is to roduco to bourgoois sophism tho science ot 
Marxism. For what is established as tho yardstick of measurement of the 
character of wars- what class pursues the war and tho aims «f tho war- 
bocomos roducod to geographical factors solely.' Class forces in a war, 
and net the outward geographical manifestations, allow for an understan¬ 
ding of the war# . _ . . 

Tho analogy vulgarly attempted is to compare tho present Spanishwar 
to the Sopteibor events of *17 in Russia. The Kornilov uprising is brought 
oxtli as a fitting analogy to tho prosont Spanish war# Only thoso who 
submit to subordinating geographical factors to economic factors and rc- 
?nno to view the class content of a war arc capable of sudi formal ana 
illogical analodes# One might as well try to compare it to tho civil 
war in the United States bocauso that too was fought within tho confine^ 
of ono state. But again what is overlooked is tho difforenco in 
of those mra. Kcronsky did not fight Kornilov. As n natter of foot •ho 
tried his best to put an ond to tho war. Tho fact that he was forced to 
fight shows that Kerensky did not have hegemony of tho war# . 1 “2?° 
the leadership of tho Bolshovik party that tho uprising of Kornilov was 
nipped in tho Ixid# Tho dialectic of ho struggle found the working 
class leading and fitting against Komilovj fighting, mind Y ou > 
their own interests and utilizing, exposing, threatening tho cowering 
Kerensky and the bourgeoisie. The class content of that war was a 
wn r for it roprnsenftod tho conflict botwoon proletar iat and bouggooislo 











and not a stru ggle betw een Kornil o v and Kere^ gjg- hege- 

oTTEe war, a SBift iST^Iaas f ? rce ^ c ?ofT^°f > “ d b gtg.at the war would 



'.jar would have then necessarily Become changed an ?, u ‘“" b ‘ e Tn'their ovm 
tave no interest In pursuing the war since It would not he m tn 

1 tae r tan S flna a comparison of the Kornilov ^th^wa^’n^pai^was 

the first few months of the war as an example. interosts. The 

a civil war. The workers pursued the war in f e J.r own int^ Russltm 
Ponular Front played a role similar to that of here _ Spanish, 

workers had a Lrxlst party and were able to seise power. The Spanish 

s sysssK sk&^SSS's u 

For those who have inquired we have alvrnys msintained that tho incorroot 

I^c^ 

do^ot°remin°errors ^ ^nsfor^d l^tho^con- 

crete situations into counter-revolutionary activit * thotioal s itua- 

SUM ^Vry we 11 he come -actual^vcnt. 

’’The attitude toward analogous civil wars (like ^ J^ ch involvod an 

^^i°ns?« £^°£SiMg ^ o/tho PP proparation for 

th °TSr^o S Sor^i"cs l ?^L Prosont Spanish war - > W 

to the American scene and the very samo ®?™o Swlrtth too centrist 
imperialist war within one oountir, ofcourso ^ysji^^ ^ ln tho 
coverup "of the preparation for tho armod warfare to 

US aro the so-called democrats who will jago r Thcn th0 stalinists 

defond"democracy”against fascism^ la it R coso t something olso, 

ought to he congratulated for supporting him^Thero is ^ oaro ® bo ad . 

however, which tho Trotskyists do no P . ;ham tho Roosovolt 
vortiso tho fact that tho Rockof^tast tho "oconomic 
government favors, are waging a bl ^ G ^^ ra ® s stru | ff i 0 which might load 
royalists" represontod by tho ^organ S^nS, either one of those 

?o 7 internal warfare. It goes without ^^ at v;11 i give tho 

financiers will proclaim his adherence ™fJ c L cir “material support 
Trotskyists a good opport^ity to como forth ^*f* nolor gontlomon 

SS UfolVto ^littl^politlcal criticism that comcsalong with every 

wage an economic war covered up with P°^ 1G ? l i r !r tor 0 f the war. So 
slvo to tho Trotskyists in detormining nn tional boundaries and so 
long as tho v;ar happens to be confined fought for ideological 

long as the combattants proclaim t 0 ' -nroclaim tho war to be a 

beliefs, thon the Trot sky ist-Monshoviks will prociai aid , a, gun 

^ ;th‘of if givon h L Y tSo°»S^c^a?ic" Capitalists against th^r^ 

“cmj capitalist! and against workers ^o mi^t ^opp^ Attempt 

“ Soil in imporialist war end oven again*. ; 7 
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to "criticize" politically. Yos, 

you might shoot us but, °“5cpnro^for tho socialist revolution", 

those very same people claim to pr.h crushed by capitalists of every 
which, if it oamo ^ WO " von ult h that aid which tho Trotskyists 

prosontod°to^thoso l oapitalists S with political "criticism". 

Tho centrist confusion persists. In tho very next paragraph tho program 
°° "Result of tho Peoples Front,• 

experience in both Franco enc. S P^ X ^? v riGn ^„( ion 0 f the workors, betrayal 
to°th^war^"and tatSo'S^L' vfctory of Fascism. Tho SWP therefore 

r %?SttS P^Vpo^^r^nsons^y and 

there for tho disccrnablo eye, roaches so - -oh P bewildering train 

incredibility that aroador imagines plausibility in its carrying 

fn ^Lto'soS^fs^rdffo^d^Srcy^/in Uon«. name, 

“ Popular^Front ^ds the fight sgainst^Franco. 

Popular Front government, army , ofh iciv^ls, ; : ™ capitalist Po- 

tho war. Aiding tho war moans at stage to jia totpl ^ absonco of 

pular Front which controls tho war since SWP supp ort tho war 

independent worker 5 actionl But not social-patriotic); 

in tho abstract (which would not ab®°i v ® Front which, 

it likewise supports military aid £° r „ q thrusting back of the rovolu- 
in their own words, can only load . k Dogs' "the SWP therefore 

tion,.. and in the end the victory of Si its activity 

rojoct and combat People o Frontiom • . . onlv moan f, In tho ond 

is directed to aid of the Poop os ron that the "SWP ih erofore rejects 

SSS.’sSS!f£S;S'a.« 

whlchT contemporaneously, ^o?Slo\ot^„'stalinist "Pooplos 

Fro’^m" Sd S Trctskylto ooncopt? In tSls°lmpor- ' 

Trotskyites, differing not one iota nr-"’struggle against Franefl* 

tnnt principled question, "support tho military struggi g f* n qcism- 
which In action moans sl fPPObt of bourgeois democracy gj tholjl ,t r( , vo . 
a Stalinist lino? Despite their left phr..Sc= ana ac p non _ 

lutienary" eoverups, tho Trotslcyitos, unmasked, st .nd upon an 
Marxian plane as do tho open rofoimist Stcvxiniotsl I 

A basic political question is tho position a Party has 

ir^Sf^lntorS 0 ?^^ question) the 3WP rcaoho^a concrete^ 

PP-a, the 

rotter core of tho centrist tendency is exposed to view. militant 

r0t 5i?, in spite of the effforts of tho |£t Sr'any 

riSa^fos'^pSnSfw^u? Si^lhc contrary fight against 

“' df^clns. -trgglo^ing 

the war regardless of J tn ? °°r cq Y' fno mS sos to utilize tho war 

military struggle; and will try to P^P^r c ^ a ^ f socia ii Sm „” 

crisis for the overthrow of US capitalism and tno v. 








This is the coro of tho struggle against 'inf'"of°tho 

Trotskyitos would propose. Is this something o Bolshevik concept? 

continuance of the class struggle during tho J“^ vj ° A llno for the 
No, it is not somothing new* Ncit^or is^it tll0 0 i d Menshevik 

struggle against imperialist \jarl This is i - neither victory nor 
UncS Trotsky- his lino during tho worldforth of rovo- 
defeat! It i3 tho centrist rji^vor to ttio 1-n ration moan hy tho 

lutionary defeatism. What doos the skyi_ „ L ? ' " DoGS it moan to 

••continuance of the class struggle du:ring ^hojar^ ^ Qnay? If tho 

Doclaretlon°nonns inoluio t*oso 

rsS*?- i- •“ 

he interpreted to mean anything-• . t cont rist formula support of 

Within the framework of ttts 'frots^ st J actuality support of 
tho imperialist war at thof, r P.a|; iQ tho centrist mam or of 

imperialist war, hocomes the ecrual li • _ m ro tskyist formula of 

spoiling social-patriotism. J 7 I^Just imagine the for- 

±1° s3rvoa 3ust tha 

PU "Tho°SWP will advocate tho continuance of tho tl"^ th^Soricon mf - 
war rn gqrdloss of., t ho fonsoouo no ps for^ i ii ’n TT rld 

Tl tar^fepE .' 1 'i'ho typWl lou_ _lrotsky^ ^ Trotskyl ^ s 

Warll As doJoto, so now, it i3 no maohino is defeated or not. They 
whothor tho Amorloon ■°??i "ii^rdloss of the consequences of tho out- 
are mconcomed about it r « * Questions doos not the mill- 

££ outcomo^affec^tho clSSstruggle?Do notr^it^y^ovorses^^aci- 
rilTfS^rolitio^ hourgooisio ho 

pleased with such a position? „ thorough discussion of rovolu- 

Pt this point wo will not go int .. iG b no t germane to our suh- 

tionery defeatism °nd its imp i > . '. against the Second Inter¬ 

ject under discussion. If wo woro polemic ing-|m would b0 noccssa- 
Ltional or other^mis-^dor^ndings of ^^-^ otsky ha s appeared on 
ry to expound on this ^ u0 ®J^ n * 1 tJ Gldcr of the truo hannor of 
the scone for quite somo time - odnt ou t only this rojuvonatdd 

Bolshevism, wo fool it nooossjy p Trotskyites torift thorn- 

solvc^Bolshovih-LoniniSts. S Moro°opprociatoly wo would offer, Monchovik- 

Trotskyitosl 

One other very important ^iffor 5 nco^that^^the Party. ^ 
with the' Bolshevik Party hos ^ id Trotsky reveal a centrist lino 

Here too, on this Pfincipiod qu.stioi^ Jntralizod rcvolutionarycadro 

' Opposing tho form ef io ? n ^ n f q st ?J;otskv proposed a unification of the 
rmrffod of Menshevik elements, lrotsKy p ±. n Lonin f s perty, end 

Ss^js.-sffss sfr 

ting tho labor movomont. Lenin, in ^^^med tho hroak as a stop for- 
shovlks from tho Mensheviks «tional consolidation of rcvolu- 

v;ard in political clarity and org Vhink in terms of numbers, not 
tionary olomonts. Trotsky jould only ^lnk tho Party? Yes- 

° id Trotsicy ' tho Monshovik 

>0t onco, throu^out tho whole section of ^^^ 0^0 question of 
the indepondonco of the party --S a 









this section, as in tho othor parts of the program, ^ut !™£ ors on 
correct formulations. The point that interests most ^ - r0 hcllious 

tho party is tho attitude that tho Trotskyitos a.v- on ™ nnrlysis 

would- have been adopted son, tho Socialist Party. The correct -a ~xjo 

is now given, , _ . , . _ , „„ r Hra havor fwnction- 

"Evorywhoro, tho Second International and ^Parties h proved not ' 
u n hr°lee sot rgainst tho workers* revolution and nav^ pi T . - 

mc r S?y a tho'ir°in,blift y to lead tho workers to^fSS’ 

Germany, andA&stria- their certainty of condoning the ./orders 

and finally to f-scisxn« ,f (p* 12 ) 44 .^ ril fforont 

Their ovr.lttf.tion of the Second International nor; is quia- “• 
wh~t It was before they entered It. Did they repudiate the forma- wrong 

iLfr s sShrii?|tL 3 n^f ?g. ; ™ ?«rnovor 

back to their former lino, giving the plausible cxcu 

r ° a Then r follOtt 3 °ttio 1: explanation for their entrance Into the Socialist 
Pr ' r "Following the victory of Hitler in Germany, a progressive formant 

SS ^^^an»- 

ISHSKW «« 

xiauidato all organizational independence and sock crumbs_of 

prognostic "indepon^nce" to "crittclse^^l^is^th^ ^ of 

iPI to^l P tt^ n »mi^B5 i (rS a oox^lSly B not h S lB ^Lt^Sna 0 of 

foS sbss: 

lndopond|i^ on-natc r frS-.l Trotskyism gave a now 

^intllTtS SoSalScm^rloy. trotskyism thought that the hastonlng 

£ «oSSiw 

r c lsiS| (so usoful r * word 

“ r;.cf siusf srs^Ugi w: 

rev-oin within a reformist party, as was the SP. Nol n-rtv 

4 aolf-stvlod "revolutionists" arc entering a reformist P-rt/, 
a^rcvolutionistbroaks from a roforaist party and docs not remain with! 
Vi- r 0 0 nr> vrt thin n reformist party cannot be termed revolutionist. It is 
iho^a who bScVfron reforrlsm and then upon joining the rovolutionay 
^ h-ccr-c revolutionists. Wo cannot proceed to judge pcop-o oy 
o^^tbou^ats°about them, or thejr thefts about “Ives. A conpari- 
-on of action and words bocono tho measuring rod. Only irousKyism i 
capable of harboring platonic Marxism. 
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Then, "tho centrists and right wingers (only yesterday militants and 
loft wingers) •• .utilized their control of the national apparatus to put; 
on end to party democracy (as if there over was any) and then to expel 
the revolutionary wing.” 

The wholo tenor is that of remorso. We wore molostcd and finally 
driven out* Nowhere is there a detormined stand taken that, once re¬ 
cognizing the SP to bo of such a nature as thy describe it, the' re- 
volutienists M 3plit.(this would not of course have erased tho blot that 
is the heritage of Trotskyism as a result of the French Turn 0 It would 
he„vo, however, demonstrated some semblance of independent thought on 
th part of tho Trotskyitos) No, follow workers, the miserable.refor¬ 
mists (imagine!) had tho audacity to "expel tho revolutionary wing"! 
Whore was tho audacity of the so-called revolutionists to split from 
these reformists? A more miserable account could not have boon given 
of Monshevism in action than these tost if yarn to their owr. crime have 
Jvcn. No lessons ere learned, no errors are forgotten. Now field of 
e.dvcnturc are being opened on tho horizon for the Aracr ican section of 
tho Trotskyitos, as we will point out in tho next paragraph. 


Under tho section of Labor and Farmer-Labor Parties tho program states, 
"For such reasons, tho revolutionary party cannot for a moment com¬ 
promise with tho program of ihe Labor and Farmer-Labor parties. It must 
consistonly and vigorously put forward its own revolutionary program(!) 
.s the only solution to tho problems of the workers and of tho masses 
genorally; and must strivo at all times to recruit directly into its 
own ranks...Nor can the revolutionary party properly take tho initia¬ 
tive in advocating tho formation of Labor and Farmer-Labor parties." 

Now within this one paragraph a multitude of confusing phrases full 
of centrist content jut forth conspicuously:- "tho revolutionary party 
cannot for a moment compromise with tho program of tte Labor and Farmer- 

phrase stands, it is correct. But 
with tho rofuaa.l of tho party to 
Labor and Farmer-Labor parties," 
down- tho breaking up end splitting 
parties through the organizational 


Labor parties." Negatively, as tho 
it is a half-truth. Simultaneously 
"compromise with tho program of tho 
tho positive blow must bo hammered 
off of good elements from tho Labor 


and political independence of the . novojuticnary party ! ’Nowhere is tho 
cTr gem i z atT onaT” indo p oncTencc of' the rev olu ti on ary party mentioned. The 
program proceeds to state that the revolutionary party "must put for¬ 
ward its revolutionary^) program" and "rust strivo at all times to 
recruit directly into its own ranks." But whore will those "ranks", 
these "revolutionary ranks" bo? Will they bo constituted in ~n inde¬ 
pendent organization or a caucus within the Labor Party ? Tho fact that 
the Declaration speaks of ^putting Forth its cwn revolutionary program" 
without saying a word about putting forth its own revolutionary orga ¬ 
nization indicates clearly what the authors had in mind- the putting 
forth 'of' their program as a caucus within tho Labor Party. Thus we. see 
Trotskyism emerging from the Socialist swamp only to make preparations 
the Labor Party swamp. If any doubt is as yet loft 


into • 


in 


to entor 

nyono*s mind, we will give one more quote"which tears the Trotskyist 
off; 

Uncompromising (hce.rlhcarl) programrnati q independence on tho part 
of tho revolutionary (?) party is an indispensable precondition for 
any activity in which revolutionists may engage, especiall y through 


mask 

it 


in_tor 

1 Tfind< 


.ad 


their trade unions 

Evidently the only indopom 
"programmatic" independence 1 
1 OilM lTO T <n higbt leave 


•1 rr 


once 
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" small" 
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independence? Has the rather unceremonious expulsion these 
refot^ers left no impression on their inner crannial tissue .vpparen y 

not. For there follows the words: T Pnr<i-o- m 

"Whenever (?) the revolutionists find themselves in a Labor Party... 
After solemnly "condeming" the Labor party, after down S 

only the "programmatic independence" of the party, the Par tv" which 

for "whenever the revolutionists find themselve- m a babor 
means opening the gates wide for the SWP's entrance intoja Laoor :Party. 

But some will object- why can't individual revolutionists enter a bor 

Party? We take no issue with that concept- the entrance of party 
into a reformist or centrist outfit to break elements from these parti 
end bring them over to the independent ...vangua rd. B ut this can only De 
done with revolutionists working within the other °fS® nlz ^ions coinci-^ 
dentally with the crystillization of issues by the ij" 

tion on the outside. Without the reciprocal and coordinating effort from 
the out side-The independence of the party organizationally and politi¬ 
cally- to speak of working within a party or whenever revolutionists 
find themselves in a Labor party" becomes a sham. The very fact ' £ 

SWP does not make the distinction between sending in certain member* for 
opponents* activity while the party is organizationally independont 
makes clear the intent of tho centrist tone which is manifest in e/ery 
important question in tho program! A centrist has need to write v-gu^ly- 
ho needs elbow room in which to capitulate to a number of things, r 
taining as revolutionary only phrases. . .. . T , w Pl , rW . 

And to indicate the proximity of the Trotskyitos to thw Labor -r^• 
"Nevertheless, the labor party movement, from the point of Y 1CW 
tho workers themsclvos, does rovoal a progressive development in general 
towards class consciousness. In Spite of tho channels into which it is 
led by the bureaucrats, it shows in the masses a growing realization of 
the true character of capitalist politics as summed up In* G P^° an 
and Democratic Parties and a striving for independent political action. 

To stand aside * completely* from such a development whore it compromi 
tho bulk of tho militant and advanced sections of the workorswould be 
hooelesslv sectarian for tho revolutionists! (p.l8J 

x According to tho Trotskyitos, tho Labor Party movement becomes pro¬ 
gressive (since their expulsion, you soo, tho SP is no more progressive) 
because it "reveals a progressive development toward class consciousness 
But why limit tho progrossivencss to tho Labor Party, gentlemen* 
workers move over to tho Stalinist Party, would that bo astill more 
"progressive movement" of workers away from capitalist politics. ur, 
gentlemen, if tho workers moved to an organization such as the P , 

SAP, or any othor organization which you term centrist, would thet show 
still a more progressive shift of workers? Every political d °sree 
tho workers "move" is looked upon as progressive, oven though tho wor¬ 
kers are snared into a Party-which tho SWP refers to as 

"these reformist parties*, acting in practice and in crisis .*s bul¬ 
warks of capitalism and onomics of tho socialist revolution. Their 
so program and porspcctivo disorient tho masses, turning them aside from 
revolutionary class struggle, end permit the forces of reaction to con¬ 
solidate without effective opposition, ip.17-18) 

This movoment of workers toward a labor party roveals at„once a 
"orogrossivo development" and this "progressive development act3 as 
"onc g of tho bulwarks of capitalism and enemies of tho socialist revolu¬ 
tion." Did anyone over hoarTogic* of that kind? How can any 
organization bo progressive?- how can anything, wo bog of you, that ac 
"in practice and in crisis (in practice and in crisis being generalized 
torms themsclvos, for a reformist party always assumes this roloj, as - 
bulwark of capitalism and an enemy of tho socialist revolution. • Purhap 
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is only "progressive" for those contemplating entrance into such a 
reformist party", always to he sure with "programmatic independence ^ 
Eternal reform of parties, universal deform of ^-rxism- fn t is gl - 
role of Trotskyism! For Lenin know, and Trotsky forgot, that .no rex or* 
mist party or centrist party could he reformed- m-de revolutionary. 

Above all, Lenin was the outstanding fifhtor for the independence oi 
It is the old Trotsky of 1903, tho fighter for non¬ 
vanguard.* whom wo, as Lon in previously had to, 
consistency of Trotsky on this basic question 
x long period o years. Ho is consistently erroneous 


tho vanguard, 
independence of the 
struggle against• The 
remarkable over such ; 


must 
is 


We have analyzed tho position of Trotskyism on the fundamental ques¬ 
tions of the day- bourgeois democracy, fascism (which includes tire 
state, army, etc) war and the party. On all those fundamental questions, 
in action. Trotskyism is soon to have more in common with btalinism 
than tlcninism. Tho road of departure of Trotskyism from Bolshevism has 
been fcloarly marked. It is tho 1903 child of M 0 nshovism that i-rot sky 
has conjured up for his followers. It must bo exposed as such, ho 
prostitution of Lenin's work has thrived over since his death, Trotsky 


hub iiuo violated L onin’s work least. M c vies for this "honor" with 
Stalin, only being more treacherous than the latter due to his loit 
■ohrasos and martyrish position on tho political scono. No c ^ c f 1 5' c no 
part of Trotsky- liko all centrist tendencies Trotskyism must.bo sma¬ 
shed and tho goods elements won over to ^cninism! The revolutionary 
tide must find Trotskyism washed ashore and blowr along by the sands 
of time to a.ppcar only in writings dedicated to the archaic otudy o 
Menshovism. Trotskyism has one distinction, nevertheless, of which wo 
would certainly not deprive it- it opportunely submerged itself,from 
1917 to 1924, to Bolshevism. Let us now bury Trotskyism with all duo 
honor, for its putrid corpse emanates odor3 whoch vr ould contaminate 
that healthy object in which Trotskyism once submerged itself. For by 
it 3 very nature, "sterile and incapable of leading cin of*roctivo mnd.^ 
successful struggle for tho socialist revolution, and with it Marxism 
therefore, cannot tolerate no conciliation. 
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